Message

From: Cassell, Peter [cassell.peter@epa.gov]

Sent: 1/8/2015 3:19:23 PM

To: Marcotty, Josephine [Josephine.Marcotty@startribune.com]
cC: Rowan, Anne [rowan.anne@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: minntac tailings basin permit

Attachments: Minntac pre PN permit comments 12-19-14.pdf

Thanks Josephineg,

| attached the letter, which it seems vou have since you reference it here. Those were our “comments.” | can follow up
with my management and find out if we can provide further information. Thanks!

Fate Cassell

Fress Officer

Office of External Communications
Office of the Regional Administrator
LS. Environmental Protection Agency

77 West Jackson Blvd (P-180)
Chicago, 1L 60604-3580
Phone (312) 886-6234
Blackberry (312) 859-9614

From: Marcotty, Josephine [mailto:Josephine.Marcotty @startribune.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 2:46 PM

To: Cassell, Peter

Subject: minntac tailings basin permit

Hello Peter, sorry to rush you earlier today, and thanks for getting back to me so quickly. Also, let me say first of all that |
would like to talk to Mr. Pierard. This is a complicated story, and relying on written questions is quite constraining. I'm
happy to give you an idea of what | would like to discuss, but a phone interview is the best way to get the most accurate
and in depth information. Let me know if he would like to speak on background, and we may be able to do that for some
of the questions. My deadline is Friday.

| would like a copy of the EPA comments on the Minntac Tailings Basin Permit. I'm pretty sure that Kevin Pierard’s office
will have them. It's permit MN 0057207, from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency.

In addition to that, here are some of my questions:

--The permit proposes to divide the discharged water into two categories: seepage from the top and sides of the dam
would be regulated under federal law, and pumped back into the pit. Seepage underneath the dam and through the
bottom would be regulated under state law. Is this an unusual approach? Is this acceptable to the EPA?

--Mr. Pierard said in his letter to PCA that “there is a need for an NPDES permit that includes extensive and specific
actions, and a timeframe for these actions.” I'd like to know why he said that. Re-issuing this and other mining permits
was one of the agreed upon priorities cited in the most recent Memorandum of Agreement between the EPA and MPCA.
Would all those permits require similar specific actions and timeframes?
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--And how is the state doing in making progress on those permits? Is it abiding by the terms of the agreement?

--He also said in the letter that some of MPCA’s statements in the fact sheet regarding EPA’s interpretation of the scope
of the NPDES program are incorrect. Which statements is he referring to?

Thanks. JM

Josephine Marcotty
Environmental Reporter

Phone: 612 673 7394

Email: marcotty@startribune.com

Twitter: @marcotty
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